TID NO.: 03-9402-48 (2C) ESAT CONTRACT NO. 68-D1-0158

EPASITE ACCT NO.: ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF ESAT ZONE |
TFAQ3INSZZ COMPLETION REGION 111

COMPLETED:07-MAR-94

CANCELLED:

LABOR HOURS EXPENDED: 25 DATES OF TID PERFORMANCE: (FROM) 18-FEB-94 (TOj) 16-MAR-94
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TASK DESCRIPTION: REVIEW INORGANIC CASE DE36 WHICH CONSISTS OF 20 SAMPLES. USE IM2 LEVEL
REVIEW PROCEDURES. AMTRAK WRF, 23332269

FURTHER ACTION RECOMMENDED:

1 CERTIFY THAT THE SUBJECT TID IS COMPLETE AND THAT ANY DEVIATIONS FROM THE ASSIGNMENT
ARE IDENTIFIED IN THE TASK DESCRIPTION.

ESAT TEAM MANAGER
DATE
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ETM EVALUATION OF TASK PRODUCT:

RATING" COMMENTS
TECHNICAL QUALITY 4
COMPLIANCE WITH SCHEDULE 4
BUDGET/MANAGEMENT 3.49
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EPA EVALUATION OF TASK PRODUCT:

RATING” COMMENTS
TECHNICAL QUALITY 3.49 All requirements satisfactorily met.
COMPLIANCE WITH SCHEDULE 4.0 Reports submitted 1 day prior to interim due date;
completed 6 days early.

BUDGET/MANAGEMENT 3.1 96 % of budget used.
OVERALL PRODUCT X ACCEPTED REIECTED

EPA TASK MONITOR DATE

. Capral. April 15, 1994

ESAT RPO DATE
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* RATING -- The following rating scheme should be used to evaluate TID performance:

4.25-5.0 = Qutstanding 1.5-2.49 = Marginal
3.5-4.24 = Exceeds Expectataions 0-1.49 = Unsatisfactory
2.5-3.49 = Satisfactory revised 10/93
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

FOy REGION III
" Y CENTRAL REGIONAL LABORATORY QUALITY
{% § ' 201 DEFENSE HIGHWAY ASSURANCE
SUITE 200 BRANCH
4(myr¢d§ ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401

DATE : March 10, 1994
SUBJECT: Region III Data QA Review

S A e
FROM : Cynthia E. Caporale('(;7057“£
Region III ESAT RPO (3ES30)

TO :  Karl Davis

State of Delaware

Attached is the inorganic data validation report for the AMTRAK WRF
Site completed by the Region III Environmental Services Assistance
Team (ESAT) contractor under the direction of Region III ESD.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please call me at
(410) 573-6832.

Attachment

cc: Mike Guiranna, RPO, w/o attachment (3HW73)
Monica Jones, Region III State Coordinator (3ES32)

TID File: 03940248

Printed on Recycled Paper




INTERIM #1

TID NO.:_03940248 (2C) ESAT CONTRACT NO. 68-D1-0158
EPA SITE ACCT. NO.: ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ESAT ZONE I

4TFAQ3N9Z72 OF COMPLETION REGION III
COMPLETED:3/07/94
CANCELLED:

LABOR HRS. EXP.:_26.0 DATES OF TID PERF.: FROM _2/18/94 TO 3/16/94
S R I I T I s e e e I I I I IImmmmm,
TASK DESCRIPTION:_Review the inorganic case DE36 which consists of
twenty (20) samples. Use IM2 level review procedures.

Site: Amtrak WRF

PWO #: 233-32-269

FURTHER ACTION RECOMMENDED:

I CERTIFY THAT THE SUBJECT TID IS COMPLETE AND THAT ANY DEVIATIONS
FROM THE ASSIGNMENT ARE IDENTIFIED IN THE TASK DESCRIPTION.

I 3/7/5¢

ESAT TEAM MANAGER DATE
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ETM EVALUATION OF TASK PRODUCT:

RATING* COMMENTS

TECHNICAL QUALITY

COMPLIANCE WITH SCHEDULE

BUDGET /MANAGEMENT
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EPA EVALUATION OF TASK PRODUCT:

RATING* COMMENTS

TECHNICAL QUALITY &j3'§/§

COMPLIANCE WITH SCHEDULE

BUDGET/MANAGEMENT
OVERALL PRODUCT CCEPTED REJECTED
EPA A ONITOR EDAZE
ESAT RPO DATE
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*RATING - The following scheme is used to evaluate TID performance:

4.25 - 5.0 = Outstanding 1.5 = 2.49 = Marginal
3.5 - 4.24 = Exceeds Expectations 0 - 1.49 = Unsatisfactory
2.5 - 3.49 = satisfactory
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ESAT DATA VALIDATION EVALUATION CHECKLIST
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OPTIONAL COMMENTS RELATING TO SCORES:

TASK MONTTOR
SIGNATURE

AA

Techaical Quality

Reasonable

Request (Y/N)

Reasonable

Request (Y/N)
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ESAT
Y 03940248 .

QA ASSIGNMENT SLIP

P Y. TP LS LR

DATE ROUTED TO RPO: 1/7/94__ DATE DATA PKG REC’D__1/7/94__
REQUESTOR: SAMPLER:
ARCS ARCS
TAT TAT 3
STATE X STATE X :
specify __DE specify DE g
TES TES
specify specify
OTHER OTHER
TYPE: DATA REVIEW LEVEL:
ORG ORG M1 L
ORG FRACT M2 :
specify M3 ]
INO X %
specify FULL INO IM1
DIOXIN IM2 4
SAS
specify OTHER M3
HC ORG
HC INO
L.C/DW
OTHER
SITE NAME:_ AMTRAK WRF CASE#___DE36__SAS#___
LABORATORY : DEO23 # WATER__ S #SOIL__ 11_ #OTHER__
SITE ACCOUNT:___ 4TFAQ3NSZZ STATE:__ DE SHELF:__F DR__
REGIONAL PROJECT MANAGER: MIKE GIURANNA__ MAILCODE:___ 3HW73_

SITE LEADER:_____GARY ONKEN ORGANIZATION:__STATE OF DELAWARE
TAT: 35___ DAYS DATE SAMPLES SHIPPED: 11/30/93___
SDG NUMBERS: DT3965

VALIDATION REPORT TO BE SENT TO:__ /L.t //7u=4;J1

ORGANIZATION: f\JZ/f? S el

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: )






